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We study the following class of scalar hyperbolic conservation laws
with discontinuous ﬂuxes:
∂tρ + ∂x F (x,ρ) = 0. (0.1)
The main feature of such a conservation law is the discontinuity
of the ﬂux function in the space variable x. Kruzkov’s approach for
the L1-contraction does not apply since it requires the Lipschitz
continuity of the ﬂux function in x; an additional jump wave may
occur in the solution besides the classical waves; and entropy
solutions even for the Riemann problem are not unique under the
classical entropy conditions. On the other hand, it is known that, in
statistical mechanics, some microscopic interacting particle systems
with discontinuous speed-parameter λ(x) in the hydrodynamic
limit formally lead to scalar hyperbolic conservation laws with
discontinuous ﬂuxes of the form
∂tρ + ∂x
(
λ(x)h(ρ)
)= 0. (0.2)
The natural question arises which entropy solution the hydrody-
namic limit selects, thereby leading to a suitable, physical relevant
notion of entropy solutions of this class of conservation laws. This
paper is a ﬁrst step and provides an answer to this question
for a family of discontinuous ﬂux functions. In particular, we
identify the entropy condition for (0.1) and proceed to show
the well-posedness by combining our existence result with a
uniqueness result of Audusse and Perthame (2005) for the family
of ﬂux functions; we establish a compactness framework for the
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of other approximate solutions to (0.1), which is based on the
notion and reduction of measure-valued entropy solutions; and
we ﬁnally establish the hydrodynamic limit for a ZRP with
discontinuous speed-parameter governed by an L∞ entropy solu-
tion to (0.2).
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1. Introduction
We are concerned with the following class of scalar hyperbolic conservation laws with discontinu-
ous ﬂuxes:
∂tρ + ∂x F
(
x,ρ(t, x)
)= 0 (1.1)
and with initial data
ρ|t=0 = ρ0(x), (1.2)
where F (x,ρ) is continuous at all points of (R \N ) × R except on a set N ⊂ R of measure zero.
The main feature of (1.1) is the discontinuity of the ﬂux function in the space variable x. This
feature causes new important diﬃculties in conservation laws. Kruzkov’s approach in [18] for the L1-
contraction does not apply; an additional jump wave may occur in the solution besides the classical
waves; and entropy solutions even for the Riemann problem of (1.1) are not unique under the classical
entropy conditions.
Several different entropy conditions have been suggested in the literature (see [1,2,4,5,10,15,17,21]
and the references therein). One type of entropy conditions involves a rule how the solution should
behave at the jump wave induced by the discontinuity in the ﬂux, that is, the solution is required
to satisfy an additional condition on its traces at the discontinuous points of the ﬂux function, for
which the existence of traces of the solution is needed. An alternative entropy condition in [2,4] is
an adapted entropy condition that uses steady-state solutions to replace the constant parameter in
the Kruzkov entropy inequality. This is quite an attractive notion since it does not require the traces
of the entropy solution, which allows the solution only in L∞ . In this paper, we establish the well-
posedness in L∞ for conservation laws with a certain class of ﬂux functions (cf. conditions (H1)–(H2)
and (H3) or (H3′) in Section 2 below) by providing an existence proof to supplement the uniqueness
result in [2].
The entropy condition based on the traces of solutions at the jump waves has lead to the existence
and uniqueness of the solutions for a wider class of ﬂux functions than those satisfying (H1)–(H2)
and (H3) or (H3′) in Section 2. The Cauchy problem (even the Riemann problem) may lead to dif-
ferent solutions depending on which choice of the conditions on the traces of solutions is made (for
example, see [2]). If one restricts oneself to the ﬂux functions satisfying (H1)–(H2) and (H3′) in Sec-
tion 2 (in which F (x, ·) in (1.1) is monotone) and to the entropy solutions in the class of functions
of bounded variation, the two notions of entropy conditions addressed above will lead to the same
solution. This is not the case for the ﬂux functions satisfying (H1)–(H2) and (H3) in which F (x, ·) is
non-monotone.
On the other hand, in statistical mechanics, some microscopic interacting particle systems with
discontinuous speed-parameter λ(x) in the hydrodynamic limit formally lead to scalar hyperbolic con-
servation laws with discontinuous ﬂux of the form
∂tρ + ∂x
(
λ(x)h(ρ)
)= 0 (1.3)
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chitz continuous. Equation (1.3) is equivalent to the following 2×2 hyperbolic system of conservation
laws:
{
∂tρ + ∂x
(
λh(ρ)
)= 0,
∂tλ = 0. (1.4)
In particular, when h(ρ) is not strictly monotone, system (1.4) is nonstrictly hyperbolic, one of the
main diﬃculties in conservation laws (cf. [7,9]). The natural question is which entropy solution the
hydrodynamic limit selects, thereby leading to a suitable, physical relevant notion of entropy solutions
of this class of conservation laws. This paper is a ﬁrst step and provides an answer to this question
for a family of discontinuous ﬂux functions via an interacting particle system, namely, the attractive
zero range process (ZRP). This ZRP leads to a conservation law of the form (1.3) with λ(x) > 0 and
h(ρ) being monotone in ρ . Furthermore, its hydrodynamic limit naturally gives rise to an entropy
condition of the type described in [2,4].
Motivated by the hydrodynamic limit of the ZRP, in this paper we adopt the notion of entropy
solutions in the sense of Audusse and Perthame [2] for a class of conservation laws with discontinu-
ous ﬂux functions, including the non-monotone case, and establish the existence of such an entropy
solution via the method of compensated compactness in Section 3. This completes the well-posedness
in L∞ by combining a uniqueness result established in [2] for this class of conservation laws under
their notion of entropy solutions.
In order to establish the hydrodynamic limit of large particle systems and the convergence of
other approximate solutions to (1.1) rigorously, we establish a compactness framework for (1.1)–(1.2)
in Section 2. This mathematical framework is based on the notion and reduction of measure-valued
entropy solutions developed in Section 2, which is also applied for another proof of the existence of
entropy solutions for the non-monotone case in Section 3.
In Section 4, we establish the hydrodynamic limit for a ZRP with discontinuous speed-parameter
λ(x) governed by the unique entropy solution of the Cauchy problem (1.2)–(1.3).
2. Notion and reduction of measure-valued entropy solutions
In this section, we ﬁrst develop the notion of measure-valued entropy solutions and establish their
reduction to entropy solutions in L∞ (provided that they exist) of the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2)
satisfying that
(H1) F (x,ρ) is continuous at all points of (R \N ) × R with N a closed set of measure zero;
(H2) ∃ continuous functions f , g such that, for any x ∈ R and large ρ , f (ρ) |F (x,ρ)| g(ρ) with
f (ρ) 0 and f (±∞) = ∞;
(H3) there exist a function ρm(x) from R to R and a constant M0 such that, for x ∈ R \N , F (x,ρ) is
a locally Lipschitz, one-to-one function from (−∞,ρm] and [ρm,∞) to [M0,∞) (or (−∞,M0])
with F (x,ρm(x)) = M0 and with common Lipschitz constant LI for all x ∈ R \N and all ρ ∈ I
that is any bounded interval in R;
or
(H3′) for x ∈ R \ N , F (x, ·) is a locally Lipschitz, one-to-one function from R to R with common
Lipschitz constant LI for all x ∈ R \N and all ρ ∈ I that is any bounded interval in R.
One example of the ﬂux functions satisfying (H1)–(H2) and (H3) or (H3′) is
F (x,ρ) = λ(x)h(ρ), (2.1)
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on a closed set N of measure zero, and h(ρ) is locally Lipschitz and is either monotone or convex (or
concave) with h(ρm) = 0 for some ρm in which case M0 = 0.
It is easy to check that, if the ﬂux function F (x,ρ) satisﬁes (H1)–(H3), then, for any constant
α ∈ [M0,∞) (or α ∈ (−∞,M0]), there are two steady-state solutions m+α from R to [ρm(x),∞) and
m−α from R to (−∞,ρm(x)] of (1.1) such that
F
(
x,m±α (x)
)= α for a.e. x ∈ R. (2.2)
In the case (H1)–(H2) and (H3′), m+α (x) =m−α (x) which is even simpler.
2.1. Notion of measure-valued entropy solutions
First, the notion of entropy solutions in L∞ introduced in Audusse and Perthame [2] and Baiti and
Jenssen [4] can be further formulated into the following.
Deﬁnition 2.1 (Notion of entropy solutions in L∞). We say that an L∞ function ρ : R2+ := R+ × R → R
is an entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2) provided that, for each α ∈ [M0,∞) (or α ∈ (−∞,M0]) and the
corresponding two steady-state solutions m±α (x) of (1.1),∫ (∣∣ρ(t, x) −m±α (x)∣∣∂t J + sign(ρ(t, x) −m±α (x))(F (x,ρ(t, x))− α)∂x J)dt dx
+
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) −m±α (x)∣∣ J (0, x)dx 0 (2.3)
for any test function J : R2+ → R+ .
It is easy to see that any entropy solution is a weak solution of (1.1)–(1.2) by choosing α such that
m+α (x) ‖ρ‖L∞ and m−α (x)−‖ρ‖L∞ , respectively, for a.e. x ∈ R.
From the uniqueness argument in Audusse and Perthame [2] (also see [8]), one can deduce that,
for any L > 0,
lim
t→0
∫
|x|L
∣∣ρ(t, x) − ρ0(x)∣∣dx = 0. (2.4)
Following the notion of entropy solutions, we introduce the corresponding notion of measure-
valued entropy solutions. We denote by P(R) the set of probability measures on R.
Deﬁnition 2.2 (Notion of measure-valued entropy solutions). We say that a measurable map
π : R2+ →P(R)
is a measure-valued entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2) provided that 〈π0,x;k〉 = ρ0(x) for a.e. x ∈ R and,
for each α ∈ [M0,∞) (or α ∈ (−∞,M0]) and the corresponding two steady-state solutions m±α (x)
of (1.1),
∫ (〈
πt,x;
∣∣k −m±α (x)∣∣〉∂t J + 〈πt,x; sign(k −m±α (x))(F (x,k) − α)〉∂x J)dxdt
+
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) −m±α (x)∣∣ J (0, x)dx 0 (2.5)
for any test function J : R2+ → R+ .
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πt,x(k) = δρ(t,x)(k), then ρ(t, x) is an entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2), which is unique as shown in [2].
Note that, when the ﬂux function F (x,ρ) is locally Lipschitz in ρ and globally Lipschitz in x,
one can use the Kruzkov entropy inequality, instead of (2.5), to formulate the following notion of
measure-valued solutions:
∂t
〈
πt,x; |k − c|
〉+ ∂x〈πt,x; sign(k − c)(F (x,k) − F (x, c))〉+ 〈πt,x; sign(k − c)∂x F (x, c)〉 0 (2.6)
in the sense of distributions and to establish their reduction as in DiPerna [14]. One of the new
features in our formulation (2.5) in Deﬁnition 2.2 is that the constant c in (2.6) is replaced by the
steady-state solutions m±α (x) such that the additional third term in (2.6) vanishes, as in [2,4], and
thereby allows the discontinuity of the ﬂux functions on a closed set of measure zero for measure-
valued entropy solutions.
2.2. Reduction of measure-valued entropy solutions
In this section we ﬁrst establish the reduction of measure-valued entropy solutions of (1.1)–(1.2)
and prove that any measure-valued entropy solution πt,x(k) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.2 is the Dirac
solution such that the associated proﬁle ρ(t, x) is an entropy solution in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1.
That is, our goal is to establish that, when π0,x(k) = δρ0(x)(k),
πt,x(k) = δρ(t,x)(k), (2.7)
where ρ : R2+ → R is the unique entropy solution determined by (2.3). The reduction proof is achieved
by two theorems. We start with the following theorem which yields the L1-contraction between the
measure-valued entropy solution πt,x and the unique entropy solution ρ(t, x) of (1.1)–(1.2).
Theorem 2.1 (L1-contraction). Assume that there exists a measure-valued entropy solution π : R2+ → P(R)
of (1.1) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.2with πt,x having a ﬁxed compact support for a.e. (t, x). Assume that there
exists a function ρ : R2+ → R with initial data ρ0 ∈ L∞(R) and π0,x(k) = δρ0(x)(k) for a.e. x ∈ R satisfying
the following inequality:
∫ (〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t, x)∣∣〉∂t J + 〈πt,x; sign(k − ρ(t, x))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(t, x)))〉∂x J)dxdt  0 (2.8)
for any test function J : R2+ → R+ . Then the function
∫ 〈πt,x; |k−ρ(t, x)|〉dx is non-increasing in t > 0, which
implies πt,x(k) = δρ(t,x)(k) when π0,x(k) = δρ0(x)(k) for a.e. x ∈ R. Furthermore, ρ is the unique entropy
solution of (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1.
Proof. In expression (2.8), we choose the test function as the product test function J j(t)H(x), with
J j(t) converging to the indicator function 1[t1,t2](t) as j → ∞ for t2 > t1  0. Then (2.8) is equivalent
to ∫
H(x)
〈
πt1,x(k);
∣∣k − ρ(t1, x)∣∣〉dx−
∫
H(x)
〈
πt2,x(k);
∣∣k − ρ(t2, x)∣∣〉dx
+
t2∫
t1
∫
H ′(x)
〈
πt,x(k); sign
(
k − ρ(t, x))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(t, x)))〉dxdt  0. (2.9)
In (2.9), we choose
H(x) = e−γ
√
1+|x|2χ
(
x
N
)
, γ ,N > 0,
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then yields that, for any t2 > t1  0,
∫ 〈
πt2,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t2, x)∣∣〉dx−
∫ 〈
πt1,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t1, x)∣∣〉dx 0.
In particular, when t2 = t > 0, t1 → 0, then π0,x(k) = δρ0(x)(k) implies
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t, x)∣∣〉dx 0
so that πt,x(k) = δρ(t,x)(k) for any t > 0.
Plugging this into inequality (2.5), we obtain inequality (2.3). Thus, ρ(t, x) is an entropy solution
which is unique by [2]. 
It thus remains to prove inequality (2.8).
Theorem 2.2. Assume that ρ : R2+ → R is the unique entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2) with initial data ρ0 ∈
L∞(R). Assume that there exists a measure-valued entropy solution π : R2+ → P(R) of (1.1) in the sense of
Deﬁnition 2.2 with πt,x having a ﬁxed compact support for a.e. (t, x) and π0,x(k) = δρ0(x)(k) for a.e. x ∈ R.
Then inequality (2.8) holds for any test function J : R2+ → R+ .
Proof. The proof is divided into nine steps.
Step 1. We ﬁrst notice the following:
• Under assumption (H3′), F (x,ρ) is continuous in x a.e. Then we can deﬁne a function ρ˜(s, y, x)
for a.e. (s, y, x) ∈ R+ × R2 such that, for ﬁxed (s, y),
F
(
x, ρ˜(s, y, x)
) := F (x,mF (y,ρ(s,y))(x))= F (y,ρ(s, y)), (2.10)
where the last equality follows from (2.2). Thus, we deﬁne
ρ˜(s, y, x) =mβ(s,y)(x) with β(s, y) := F (y,ρ(s, y)).
In the same way, we can deﬁne a function m˜(x, c, y) for any constant c ∈ R and for a.e. (x, y) ∈ R2
such that, for ﬁxed x,
F
(
y,m˜(x, c, y)
) := F (y,mF (x,c)(y))= F (x, c). (2.11)
Thus, we deﬁne
m˜(x, c, y) =mγ (x,c)(y) with γ (x, c) := F (x, c).
• For the case (H3), we deﬁne ρ˜(s, y, x) such that the sign of the difference between ρ˜(s, y, x) and
ρm(y) is the same as the sign of the difference between the corresponding solution and ρm(y),
that is,
sign
(
ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)
)= sign(ρ˜(s, y, x) − ρm(y)). (2.12)
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ρ˜(s, y, x) :=m+β(s,y)(x) sign+
(
ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)
)+m−β(s,y)(x) sign−(ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)), (2.13)
since ρm(y) is the minimum (or maximum) point of the ﬂux function with F (y,ρm(y)) = M0.
Similarly, we deﬁne
m˜(x, c, y) :=m+γ (x,c)(y) sign+
(
c − ρm(x)
)+m−γ (x,c)(y) sign−(c − ρm(x)). (2.14)
Then we have as in (2.10) and (2.11),
F
(
x, ρ˜(s, y, x)
)= F (y,ρ(s, y))= β(s, y)
and
F
(
y,m˜(x, c, y)
)= F (x, c) = γ (x, c).
With these notations, we can rewrite inequality (2.5) as follows:
∂t
〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣〉+ ∂x〈πt,x; sign(k − ρ˜(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − F (y,ρ(s, y)))〉 0 (2.15)
in the sense of distributions, and inequality (2.3) can be rewritten as
∂s
∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣+ ∂y(sign(ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y))(F (y,ρ(s, y))− F (x,k))) 0
for any k ∈ R, which implies
∂s
〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉+ ∂y 〈πt,x; sign(ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y))(F (y,ρ(s, y))− F (x,k))〉 0 (2.16)
in the sense of distributions.
Step 2. We next perform an integration by parts against a test function of the form
Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y) = J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y) 0. (2.17)
Here J ∈ C∞0 (R2+) and the two families of functions H¯τ , Hω ∈ C∞0 (R) are deﬁned as
H¯τ (z) = 1
τ
H¯
(
z
τ
)
and Hω(z) = 1
ω
H
(
z
ω
)
for τ ,ω > 0,
for a positive, compactly supported function H ∈ C∞0 (R) and a positive function H¯ ∈ C∞0 (R) with
compact support in (−1,1) such that ∫
R
H(z)dz = ∫
R
H¯(z)dz = 1.
We ﬁrst choose the test function in (2.15) as deﬁned above for ﬁxed (s, y) and then integrate the
resulting inequality with respect to (s, y) to obtain
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣〉∂t Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫ 〈
πt,x; sign
(
k − ρ˜(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − β(s, y))〉∂x Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣ Jτ ,ω(0, x, s, y)dxdsdy  0. (2.18)
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∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉∂s Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫ 〈
πt,x; sign
(
ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y))(F (y,ρ(s, y))− γ (x,k))〉∂y Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ0(y) −m(x,k, y)∣∣〉 Jτ ,ω(t, x,0, y)dt dxdy  0. (2.19)
We next add (2.18) and (2.19) together to obtain the following inequality:
T1 + T2 + T3 + T4 + T5 + T6  0, (2.20)
where
T1 := 1
2
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣〉∂t J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
+ 1
2
∫ 〈
πt,x; sign
(
k − ρ˜(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − β(s, y))〉
× ∂x J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy,
T2 := 1
2
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉∂s J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
+ 1
2
∫ 〈
πt,x; sign
(
ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y))(F (y,ρ(s, y))− γ (x,k))〉
× ∂y J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy,
T3 :=
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣− ∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉 J( t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯ ′τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy,
T4 :=
∫ 〈
πt,x;
(
F (x,k) − F (y,ρ(s, y)))(sign(k − ρ˜(s, y, x))+ sign(ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)))〉
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)H ′ω(x− y)dt dxdsdy,
T5 :=
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ0(y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉 J
(
t
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t)Hω(x− y)dt dxdy,
T6 :=
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣ J
(
s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (−s)Hω(x− y)dxdsdy.
Step 3. We ﬁrst show that T4 = 0. This requires to show that
sign
(
k − ρ˜(s, y, x))= sign(m˜(x,k, y) − ρ(s, y)). (2.21)
With this result, the integrand of T4 cancels for a.e. (t, x, s, y) ∈ R2 ×R2, which yields that T4 = 0 for
every ω,τ > 0.
To prove (2.21), we apply (2.13) and (2.14). For a.e. (t, x, s, y) ∈ R2+ × R2+ , we obtain
F (x,k) − F (x, ρ˜(s, y, x))= F (y,m˜(x,k, y))− F (y,ρ(s, y)).
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Under (H3), we ﬁnd from (2.12) that
sign
(
k − ρm(x)
)− sign(m˜(x,k, y) − ρm(x))
= 0= sign(ρ(s, y) − ρm(y))− sign(ρ˜(s, y, x) − ρm(y)). (2.22)
We have two cases:
If sign(k − ρm(x)) = sign(ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)), the problem is reduced to the monotone case since
F (x, ·) is monotone on each interval [−∞,ρm(x)] and [ρm(x),∞];
If sign(k − ρm(x)) = sign(ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)), the result follows immediately from (2.22).
In Steps 4–6, we will show that, in the limit as ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second, inequality (2.8)
follows from T1 + T2 + T3 + T5 + T6  0.
Step 4. We ﬁrst show that
ρ˜(s, y, x)
x→y−−−→ ρ˜(s, y, y) = ρ(s, y) for a.e. (s, y) ∈ R2+, (2.23)
and
m˜(x,k, y)
y→x−−−→ m˜(x,k, x) = k for a.e. x ∈ R. (2.24)
For the case (H3′), since the ﬂux function is continuous outside a negligible set N , then, for
y ∈ R \N ,
F
(
x, ρ˜(s, y, y)
) x→y−−−→ F (y, ρ˜(s, y, y)).
On the other hand, we have F (y, ρ˜(s, y, y)) = F (x, ρ˜(s, y, x)). Therefore, we have
F
(
x, ρ˜(s, y, x)
)− F (x, ρ˜(s, y, y)) x→y−−−→ 0,
and (2.23) is a consequence of the fact that F (x, ·) is a one-to-one function.
Similarly, for x ∈ R \N , we have
F (y,k)
y→x−−−→ F (x,k),
while F (x,k) = F (y,m˜(x,k, y)). Therefore, we have
F
(
y,m˜(x,k, y)
)− F (y,k) y→x−−−→ 0,
and (2.24) is a consequence of the fact that F (y, ·) is a one-to-one function.
For the case (H3), it is clear from the deﬁnition of ρ˜(s, y, x) and m˜(x,k, y) in (2.13) and (2.14),
respectively.
Step 5. We show that, when ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second, T1 converges to
1
2
∫ (〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t, x)∣∣〉∂t J (t, x) + 〈πt,x; sign(k − ρ(t, x))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(t, x)))〉∂x J (t, x))dt dx. (2.25)
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∣∣∣∣
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣〉∂t J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, y)∣∣〉∂t J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
∣∣∣∣

∫ (∫ ∣∣ρ˜(s, y, x) − ρ˜(s, y, y)∣∣Hω(x− y)
∣∣∣∣∂t J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)∣∣∣∣dx
)
H¯τ (t − s)dt dsdy
→ 0 when ω → 0, (2.26)
by the Dominated Convergence theorem and the fact that
∫ ∣∣ρ˜(s, y, x) − ρ˜(s, y, y)∣∣Hω(x− y)
∣∣∣∣∂t J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)∣∣∣∣dx→ 0,
when ω → 0 for a.e. (s, y) ∈ R2+ since ρ˜(s, y, x) x→y−−−→ ρ˜(s, y, y) = ρ(s, y) by Step 4. Furthermore,
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(s, y)∣∣〉∣∣∣∣∂t J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
− ∂t J (t, x)
∣∣∣∣H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
=O(ω) +O(τ ) → 0, (2.27)
when ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second. Then, to ﬁnd the limit of the ﬁrst part of T1, it suﬃces to
compute the limit of
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(s, y)∣∣〉∂t J (t, x)H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy. (2.28)
Thus, it suﬃces to show that ρ(s, y) can be replaced by ρ(t, x) in (2.28), i.e., when ω → 0 ﬁrst and
τ → 0 second,
∫ ∣∣ρ(t, x) − ρ(s, y)∣∣∂t J (t, x)H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
=
∫ ∣∣ρ(t, x) − ρ(t + τ r, x+ ωz)∣∣∂t J (t, x)H¯(−r)H(−z)dt dxdr dz → 0. (2.29)
This is guaranteed by the fact that
lim
τ→0 limω→0
∫ ∣∣ρ(t, x) − ρ(t + τ r, x+ ωz)∣∣dt dx= 0,
and the Dominated Convergence theorem since all the functions involved are bounded. This implies
that, in (2.28), we can indeed replace ρ(s, y) by ρ(t, x).
On the other hand, hypothesis (H2) on F (x,ρ) implies
∣∣sign(k − ρ˜(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − β(s, y))− sign(k − ρ˜(s, y, y))(F (x,k) − F (x, ρ˜(s, y, y)))∣∣
= ∣∣sign(k − ρ˜(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − F (x, ρ˜(s, y, x)))− sign(k − ρ(s, y))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(s, y)))∣∣
 C
∣∣ρ˜(s, y, x) − ρ(s, y)∣∣.
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to 0 by the same argument as above when ω → 0. Since J ∈ C∞0 (R2+), as above, the limit of the
second part of T1 is the same as the limit of∫ 〈
πt,x; sign
(
k − ρ(s, y))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(s, y)))〉∂x J (t, x)H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy,
and it suﬃces to prove that, when ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second,
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣sign(k − ρ(s, y))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(s, y)))− sign(k − ρ(t, x))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(t, x)))∣∣〉
× ∂x J (t, x)H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy → 0.
Using the Lipschitz property and fact (2.29), we achieve the result for the second part of T1.
Step 6. T2 converges to (2.25) as well. This follows by the same argument as used already in Step 5
and observing that
∣∣∣∣
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉∂s J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ(s, y) − k∣∣〉∂s J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
∣∣∣∣

∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣m˜(x,k, y) − k∣∣〉∣∣∣∣∂s J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)∣∣∣∣H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy.
Again the right-hand side of the last expression converges to zero when ω → 0. Using the same
argument as in Step 5, we achieve the result for T2.
Step 7. T3 converges to 0 when ω → 0. Since
lim
ω→0
∣∣∣∣
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣− ∣∣ρ(s, y) − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉Hω(x− y)dxdy
∣∣∣∣
 lim
ω→0
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣k − m˜(x,k, y)∣∣〉Hω(x− y)dxdy + lim
ω→0
∫ 〈
πt,x;
∣∣ρ(s, y) − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣〉Hω(x− y)dxdy
= 0,
the result follows as in Steps 5 and 6.
Step 8. T6 converges to zero when τ → 0 after ω → 0. Note that
∫ ∣∣∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ˜(s, y, x)∣∣− ∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ˜(s, y, y)∣∣∣∣ J
(
0,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (−s)Hω(x− y)dxdsdy

∫ ∣∣ρ˜(s, y, x) − ρ˜(s, y, y)∣∣ J(0, x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (−s)Hω(x− y)dxdsdy.
Again with (2.29), the right-hand side converges to zero when ω → 0. We therefore next compute the
limit when ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second of
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ(s, y)∣∣ J
(
s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (−s)Hω(x− y)dxdsdy.
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lim
ω→0
∫ ∣∣ρ(s, x) − ρ(s, y)∣∣ J( s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
Hτ (−s)Hω(x− y)dxdsdy = 0.
Therefore, the next goal is to compute the limit when τ → 0 of
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ(s, x)∣∣ J
(
s
2
, x
)
H¯τ (−s)dxdsdy =
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) − ρ(τ r, x)∣∣ J
(
τ r
2
, x
)
H¯(−r)dxdr. (2.30)
Since all the functions are bounded and supp H¯ ⊂ (−1,1), by the Dominated Convergence theorem,
this converges to 0 when τ → 0, and thereby (2.30) converges to 0.
Step 9. T5 converges to zero by the analogous argument as in Step 8 and using the fact that
π0,x(k) = δρ0(x)(k).
With Steps 3–9 and by (2.20), we complete the proof. 
3. Existence of entropy solutions
In this section, we establish the existence of entropy solutions (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Deﬁni-
tion 2.1, as required for the reduction of measure-valued entropy solutions. More precisely, for each
ﬁxed ε > 0, ρε denotes the unique Kruzkov solution of (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense (3.3), where the ﬂux
function depends smoothly on the space variable x; then it is shown that the sequence ρε converges
to an entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2).
3.1. Existence of entropy solutions when F is smooth
Deﬁne F ε(x,ρ) the standard molliﬁcation of F (x,ρ) in x ∈ R:
F ε(x,ρ) := (F (·,ρ) ∗ θε)(x) → F (x,ρ) a.e. as ε → 0, (3.1)
with θε(x) := θ( xε ), θ(x)  0, supp θ(x) ⊂ [−1,1], and
∫ 1
−1 θ(x)dx = 1. For ﬁxed ε > 0, consider the
following Cauchy problem:
{
∂tρ + ∂x F ε(x,ρ) = 0,
ρ|t=0 = ρ0(x) 0. (3.2)
Kruzkov’s result in [18] indicates that there exists a unique solution ρε of (3.2) satisfying the
Kruzkov entropy inequality:
∂t
∣∣ρε(t, x) − c∣∣+ ∂x(sign(ρε(t, x) − c)(F ε(x,ρε(t, x))− F ε(x, c)))
+ sign(ρε(t, x) − c)∂x F ε(x, c) 0 (3.3)
in the sense of distributions. Notice that, since F ε is now smooth in the ﬁrst variable, we can deﬁne
steady-state solutions mε,±α (x) for each x ∈ R. In particular, the steady-state solutions mε,±α (x) also
satisfy the Kruzkov entropy inequality (3.3):
∂t
∣∣mε,±α (x) − c∣∣+ ∂x(sign(mε,±α (x) − c)(F ε(y,mε,±α (x))− F ε(x, c)))
+ sign(mε,±α (x) − c)∂x F ε(x, c) 0 (3.4)
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is discrete for a.e. c,α, and this level set coincides with the set {x ∈ R: F ε(x, c) = α}, it follows
from the Sard theorem that the set of critical values of the function S(mε,±α (x)) := sign(mε,±α (x) −
c)(F ε(x,mε,±α (x)) − F ε(x, c)) has measure zero, which implies (3.4).
We now prove that the entropy solution ρε also satisﬁes (2.3).
Proposition 3.1. Let ρε(t, x) be a solution of the Cauchy problem (3.2) satisfying the Kruzkov entropy inequal-
ity (3.3). Then ρε(t, x) also satisﬁes the entropy inequality (2.3) with steady-state solutions m±α =mε,±α (x).
Proof. We divide the proof into ﬁve steps.
Step 1. In (3.3), we choose the constant c = mε,±α (y) for any α ∈ [M0,∞) (or α ∈ (−∞,M0]) for
ﬁxed (s, y), and integrate against the test function (2.17) ﬁrst in (t, x) and then in (s, y) to obtain the
following inequality:
∫ ∣∣ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣∂t Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F ε
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)− F ε(x,mε,±α (y)))∂x Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)
∂x F
ε
(
x,mε,±α (y)
)
Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫ ∣∣ρε(0, x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣ Jτ ,ω(t,0, s, y)dxdsdy  0. (3.5)
On the other hand, the Kruzkov entropy inequality (3.3) is satisﬁed for any steady-state solution mε,±α ,
for any c ∈ R and α ∈ [M0,∞) (or α ∈ (−∞,M0]). For ﬁxed (t, x), the steady-state solutions mε,±α (y)
as functions in y satisfy (3.4) with (s, y) replacing (t, x) and the constant c = ρ(t, x). We integrate
against the test function Jτ ,ω ﬁrst in (s, y) and then in (t, x) to obtain the following inequality:
∫ ∣∣mε,±α (y) − ρε(t, x)∣∣∂s Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫
sign
(
mε,±α (y) − ρε(t, x)
)(
F ε
(
y,mε,±α (y)
)− F ε(y,ρε(t, x)))∂y Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫
sign
(
mε,±α (y) − ρε(t, x)
)
∂y F
ε
(
y,ρε(t, x)
)
Jτ ,ω(t, x, s, y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫ ∣∣mε,±α (y) − ρε(t, x)∣∣ Jτ ,ω(t, x,0, y)dt dxdy  0. (3.6)
Adding (3.5) and (3.6) together, we then have
I1 + I2 + I3  0,
where
I1 := 1
2
∫ ∣∣ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣(∂t J + ∂s J )
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
+ 1
2
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F ε
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)− F ε(x,mε,±α (y)))
× (∂x + ∂y) J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy,
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∫ ∣∣mε,±α (y) − ρε(t, x)∣∣ Jτ ,ω(t, x,0, y)dt dxdy +
∫ ∣∣ρε(0, x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣ Jτ ,ω(0, x, s, y)dxdsdy,
I3 :=
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F ε
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)− F ε(x,mε,±α (y))+ F ε(y,mε,±α (y))− F ε(y,ρε(t, x)))
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)H ′ω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
∂x F
ε
(
x,mε,±α (y)
)− ∂y F ε(y,ρε(t, x)))
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy.
In order to prove Proposition 3.1, we need to show that I1 + I2 converges to the left-hand side of
the entropy inequality (2.3) and I3 → 0, when τ → 0 after ω → 0.
Step 2. We start with the following two useful identities:
lim
ω→0
∫
Hω(x− y)
∣∣mε,±α (y) −mε,±α (x)∣∣dxdy = 0; (3.7)
and, for any continuous function G of mε,±α ,
lim
ω→0
∫
H ′ω(x− y)(x− y)
∣∣G(mε,±α (y))− G(mε,±α (x))∣∣dxdy = 0. (3.8)
We ﬁrst show that the steady-state solutions are continuous on R for each α ∈ [M0,∞) (or α ∈
(−∞,M0]).
We start with α = M0: Since the ﬂux function is continuous in the ﬁrst variable,
F ε
(
y,mε,+α (x)
) y→x−−−→ F ε(x,mε,+α (x)).
On the other hand, F ε(y,mε,+α (y)) = F ε(x,mε,+α (x)). Therefore, we have
F ε
(
y,mε,+α (y)
)− F ε(y,mε,+α (x)) y→x−−−→ 0,
and, as a consequence of the fact that F ε(y, ·) is a one-to-one function on [ρm(y),∞),
mε,+α (y)
y→x−−−→mε,+α (x) for any x ∈ R.
Similarly, we can show for each α = M0 that
mε,−α (y)
y→x−−−→mε,−α (x) for any x ∈ R.
If α = M0, then mε,±M0 (x) = ρεm(x),
F ε
(
y,ρεm(x)
) y→x−−−→ F ε(x,ρεm(x))= M0.
On the other hand, we have F ε(y,ρεm(y)) = M0. Therefore
F ε
(
y,ρεm(y)
)− F ε(y,ρεm(x)) y→x−−−→ 0,
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ρεm(y)
y→x−−−→ ρεm(x) for any x ∈ R.
With this, as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we obtain (3.7).
Notice that, for any continuous function G of mε,±α , we have∫
H ′ω(x− y)(x− y)
∣∣G(mε,±α (y))− G(mε,±α (x))∣∣dxdy
=
∫
H ′ω(−ωz)(−ωz)
∣∣G(mε,±α (x+ ωz))− G(mε,±α (x))∣∣ωdxdz
=
∫
zH ′(−z)∣∣G(mε,±α (x+ ωz))− G(mε,±α (x))∣∣dxdz
→ 0 when ω → 0,
since mε,±α is continuous and is in L∞ . Thus, (3.8) follows.
Step 3. With (3.7) and
∣∣ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣− ∣∣ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (x)∣∣ ∣∣mε,±α (x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣,
as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we obtain that, when ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second, I1 converges to∫ (∣∣ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (x)∣∣∂t J (t, x) + sign(ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (x))(F ε(x,ρε(t, x))− α)∂x J (t, x))dt dx.
In the same way, we can replace mε,±α (y) by mε,±α (x) and ρε(t, x) by ρε(0, x) in I2, when ω → 0 ﬁrst
and τ → 0 second. Then both terms of I2 converge to
1
2
∫ ∣∣ρε(0, x) −mε,±α (y)∣∣ J (0, x)dx.
Step 4. It remains to show that limτ→0 limω→0 I3 = 0. To avoid confusion, from now on, we denote
the derivative of F ε(x, ·) with respect to the ﬁrst variable by F εx (x, ·).
Notice that
I3 =
∫ (− sign(ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y))(F ε(y,ρε(t, x))− F ε(x,ρε(t, x))− F εx (x,ρε(t, x))(y − x))
+ sign(ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y))(F ε(y,mε,±α (y))− F ε(x,mε,±α (y))− F εx (x,mε,±α (y))(y − x)))
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)H ′ω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)
F εy
(
y,ρε(t, x)
)
J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)
F εx
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)
(y − x)
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)H ′ω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
−
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)
F εx
(
x,mε,±α (y)
)
J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
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∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)
F εx
(
x,mε,±α (y)
)
(y − x)
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
=
∫ (− sign(ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y))(F ε(y,ρε(t, x))− F ε(x,ρε(t, x))− F εx (x,ρε(t, x))(y − x))
+ sign(ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y))(F ε(y,mε,±α (y))− F ε(x,mε,±α (y))− F εx (x,mε,±α (y))(y − x)))
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)H ′ω(x− y)dt dxdsdy
+
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F εx
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)− F εx (x,mε,±α (y)))(Hω(x− y) + H ′ω(x− y)(x− y))
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)dt dxdsdy
+
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F εy
(
y,ρε(t, x)
)− F εx (x,ρε(t, x)))
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)Hω(x− y)dt dxdsdy.
The last term of this expression is of order O(ω), since F ε is at least C1 in the ﬁrst variable, all the
functions in the integrand are bounded, and the support of H is also bounded. Therefore, this term
converges to 0 when ω → 0.
Step 5. It remains to show that the ﬁrst and the second terms in the last expression vanish in the
limit. The ﬁrst term is equal to
1
2
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F εxx
(
ξ,mε,±α (y)
)− F εxx(ξ,ρε(t, x))+O(|y − x|))H ′ω(x− y)(x− y)2
× J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)dt dxdsdy.
Since ρε ∈ L∞ and F ε is smooth in the ﬁrst variable, by (H2), the ﬁrst term of the last expression is
bounded above by
C
∫
1
ω2
H ′
(
x− y
ω
)
|y − x|2 J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)dt dxdsdy
= Cω
∫
H ′(z)z2 J
(
t + s
2
,
2x+ ωz
2
)
H¯τ (t − s)dt dxdsdz =O(ω) → 0 when ω → 0.
The second term is equal to
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y)
)(
F εx
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)− F εx (x,mε,±α (y)))
× (Hω(x− y) + H ′ω(x− y)(x− y))
((
J
(
t + s
2
,
x+ y
2
)
− J (t, x)
)
+ J (t, x)
)
Hτ (t − s)dt dxdsdy
=O(ω) +O(τ ) +
∫
J (t, x)
(
Hω(x− y) + H ′ω(x− y)(x− y)
)
× (sign(ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (y))(F εx (x,ρε(t, x))− F εx (x,mε,±α (y)))
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+
∫
sign
(
ρε(t, x) −mε,±α (x)
)(
F εx
(
x,ρε(t, x)
)− F εx (x,mε,±α (x)))
×
(∫ (
Hω(x− y) + H ′ω(x− y)(x− y)
)
dy
)
J (t, x)dt dx.
Notice that
sign
(
ρε −mε,±α
)(
F εx
(
x,ρε
)− F εx (x,mε,±α ))
is a continuous function of mε,±α . Thus, the third term of the last expression goes to zero if ω → 0 by
(3.7) and (3.8).
In the remaining last term, the integral with respect to y is equal to 0 because
Hω(x− y) + H ′ω(x− y)(x− y) = −∂y
(
(x− y)Hω(x− y)
)
.
This concludes that I3 vanishes in the limit when ω → 0 ﬁrst and τ → 0 second. 
Thus we conclude the existence of an entropy solution ρε(t, x) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1 for
each F ε with ﬁxed ε > 0.
Remark 3.1. Notice that the sequence of approximate entropy solutions converges to a measure-valued
entropy solution when ε → 0: First, since ρ0 ∈ L∞ , we ﬁnd that, for α big enough,
mε,−α (x) ρ0(x)mε,+α (x) for all x ∈ R.
From [2], it then follows that
mε,−α (x) ρε(t, x)mε,+α (x),
which implies the uniform boundedness of ρε(t, x) in ε since mε,±α (x) are uniformly bounded in ε.
Then there exist a compactly supported family of probability measures πt,x on R (i.e. Young mea-
sures; see Tartar [23]) and a subsequence (still denoted by) ρε(t, x) such that, for any continuous
function f (ρ),
f
(
ρε(t, x)
) ∗
⇀
〈
πt,x, f (k)
〉
when ε → 0. (3.9)
On the other hand, by Section 3.1, the sequence ρε(t, x) satisﬁes the entropy inequality (2.3) for
F ε(x,ρ) and the steady-state solutions m±α = mε,±α . In particular, we use (3.9) and the deﬁnition of
the sequence F ε(x,ρ) in (3.1) to conclude that, when ε → 0, the compactly supported family of
probability measures πt,x satisﬁes that, for any test function J : R2+ → R+ ,
∫ (〈
πt,x;
∣∣k −m±α (x)∣∣〉∂t J + 〈πt,x; sign(k −m±α )(F (x,k) − α)〉∂x J)dxdt
+
∫ ∣∣ρ0(x) −m±α (x)∣∣ J (0, x)dx 0. (3.10)
Thus, πt,x is a measure-valued entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2) with compact support for a.e. (t, x) ∈ R2+
in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.2.
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We are now ready to state the main theorem of this section.
Theorem 3.1. Let F (x,ρ) be strictly convex or concave in ρ for a.e. x ∈ R and satisfy (H1)–(H3), or let F (x,ρ)
satisfy (H1)–(H2) and (H3′). Let ρ0(x) ∈ L∞ . Then the sequence of entropy solutions ρε of the Cauchy problem
(3.2) (in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1) converges to the unique entropy solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2)
in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1.
Proof. We consider the two cases separately.
For the case (H1)–(H2) and (H3′), that is, the ﬂux function F is monotone in ρ , we apply the
compactness framework established in Section 2 to establish the convergence. For this case, the ex-
istence of entropy solutions has been established in [4]. In Remark 3.1, we have shown that the
limit of the entropy solutions ρε is determined by a measure-valued entropy solution πt,x . Then, by
Theorems 2.1–2.2, πt,x is the Dirac measure concentrated on the unique entropy solution ρ(t, x) of
(1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1, which implies the whole sequence converges.
For the case (H1)–(H3), since we have not established the existence of an entropy solution, we
employ the compensated compactness method to establish the convergence of the entropy solutions
of the Cauchy problem (3.2), which also yields the existence of a unique entropy solution of the
Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2).
From Remark 3.1, we know that ρε is uniformly bounded in L∞ which implies that there exists a
subsequence ρε converging weakly to a compactly supported family of probability measures νt,x on
R+ such that, for any function f (ρ, t, x) that is continuous in ρ for a.e. (t, x),
f
(
ρε(t, x), t, x
) ∗
⇀
〈
νt,x, f (k, t, x)
〉
when ε → 0. (3.11)
In particular,
ρε(t, x)
∗
⇀ 〈νt,x,k〉 =: ρ(t, x) ∈ L∞. (3.12)
Our goal is to prove the strong convergence of ρε(t, x) to ρ(t, x) a.e., equivalently, νt,x = δρ(t,x) , which
implies that ρ(t, x) is an entropy solution of (1.1)–(1.2), that is, ρ(t, x) satisﬁes the entropy inequality
in Deﬁnition 2.1.
From Section 3.1, we know that the sequence ρε exists and satisﬁes
Eε := ∂t
∣∣ρε(t, x) − ρˆε(s, y, x)∣∣+ ∂x(sign(ρε(t, x) − ρˆε(s, y, x))(F ε(x,ρε(t, x))− γ (s, y))) 0
in the sense of distributions, where
ρˆε(s, y, x) :=m+,εγ (s,y)(x) sign+
(
ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)
)+m−,εγ (s,y)(x) sign−(ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)).
Notice that γ (s, y) := F (y,ρ(s, y)) is independent of ε. Thus, for ﬁxed (s, y), we have the strong
convergence of m±,εγ (s,y)(x) to a steady-state solution m
±
γ (s,y)(x) of (1.1)–(1.2) when ε → 0. In particular,
‖ρˆε‖L∞  M, M independent of ε;
and, for a.e. (s, y, x) ∈ R2+ × R,
ρˆε(s, y, x) → ρˆ(s, y, x) :=m+γ (s,y)(x) sign+
(
ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)
)+m−γ (s,y)(x) sign−(ρ(s, y) − ρm(y)),
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uniformly bounded measure sequence in the measure space, which implies that
Eε is compact in W−1,ploc
(
R
2+
)
for any p ∈ (1,2). (3.13)
On the other hand, since the vector-ﬁeld sequence
(∣∣ρε(t, x) −m±,εγ (s,y)(x)∣∣, sign(ρε(t, x) −m±,εγ (s,y)(x))(F ε(x,ρε(t, x))− γ (s, y)))
is uniformly bounded in ε for any ﬁxed (s, y), it follows that
Eε is bounded in W−1,∞loc
(
R
2+
)
. (3.14)
With (3.13)–(3.14), we obtain by a compactness interpolation theorem in [6,13] that
Eε is compact in H−1loc
(
R
2+
)
. (3.15)
On the other hand,
∂tρ
ε + ∂x F ε
(
x,ρε
)= 0 which is automatically compact in H−1loc (R2+). (3.16)
Moreover, since ρˆε(s, y, x) strongly converges a.e., then we ﬁnd that, when ε → 0,
ηε1
(
ρε, t, x, s, y
) := ∣∣ρε(t, x) − ρˆε(s, y, x)∣∣
∗
⇀
〈
νt,x(k);
∣∣k − ρˆ(s, y, x)∣∣〉
=: 〈νt,x;η1(k, t, x, s, y)〉,
qε1
(
ρε, t, x, s, y
) := sign(ρε(t, x) − ρˆε(s, y, x))(F ε(x,ρε)− γ (s, y))
∗
⇀
〈
νt,x(k); sign
(
k − ρˆ(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − γ (s, y))〉
=: 〈νt,x;q1(k, t, x, s, y)〉,
ηε2
(
ρε(t, x)
) := ρε(t, x)
∗
⇀
〈
νt,x(k);k
〉= ρ(t, x)
=: 〈νt,x;η2(k)〉,
qε2
(
ρε(t, x), x
) := F ε(x,ρε)
∗
⇀
〈
νt,x(k); F (x,k)
〉
:= 〈νt,x;q2(k, x)〉, (3.17)
and
∣∣∣∣η1(ρε(t, x), s, y, x) q1(ρε(t, x), s, y, x)η2(ρε(t, x)) q2(ρε(t, x), x)
∣∣∣∣ ∗⇀
〈
νt,x;
∣∣∣∣η1(k, s, y, x) q1(k, s, y, x)η2(k) q2(k, x)
∣∣∣∣
〉
, (3.18)
where
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η1(k, t, x, s, y),q1(k, t, x, s, y)
)= (∣∣k − ρˆ(s, y, x)∣∣, sign(k − ρˆ(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − γ (s, y))),(
η2(k),q2(k, x)
)= (k, F (x,k)).
Together (3.15)–(3.16) with (3.17)–(3.18), we apply the Div–Curl lemma (see Tartar [23] and Murat
[19]) to obtain
〈
νt,x;
∣∣∣∣η1(k, s, y, x) q1(k, s, y, x)η2(k) q2(k, x)
∣∣∣∣
〉
=
∣∣∣∣ 〈νt,x;η1(k, s, y, x)〉 〈νt,x;q1(k, s, y, x)〉〈νt,x;η2(k)〉 〈νt,x;q2(k, x)〉
∣∣∣∣
for all (s, y), (t, x) ∈ R \M with M a set of measure zero in R2+ . Thus, we have
〈
νt,x;
∣∣k − ρˆ(s, y, x)∣∣F (x,k) − k sign(k − ρˆ(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − γ (s, y))〉
= 〈νt,x; ∣∣k − ρˆ(s, y, x)∣∣〉〈νt,x; F (x,k)〉− 〈νt,x,k〉〈νt,x; sign(k − ρˆ(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − γ (s, y))〉.
Equivalently, we have
〈
νt,x;
∣∣k − ρˆ(s, y, x)∣∣(F (x,k) − 〈νt,x; F (x,k)〉)〉
− 〈νt,x; (k − ρ(t, x)) sign(k − ρˆ(s, y, x))(F (x,k) − F (y,ρ(s, y)))〉= 0.
Since this is true for all (s, y) and (t, x) except on a set M of measure zero, we then choose (s, y) =
(t, x) for (t, x) ∈ R \M to obtain
〈
νt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t, x)∣∣(F (x,k) − 〈νt,x; F (x,k)〉)〉
− 〈νt,x; (k − ρ(t, x)) sign(k − ρ(t, x))(F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(t, x)))〉= 0,
that is,
〈
νt,x;
∣∣k − ρ(t, x)∣∣〉(F (x,ρ(t, x))− 〈νt,x; F (x,k)〉)= 0. (3.19)
There are two possibilities:
When 〈νt,x; |k − ρ(t, x)|〉 = 0, then we have νt,x(k) = δρ(t,x)(k).
When 〈νt,x; F (x,k)〉 − F (x,ρ(t, x)) = 0, we note that
〈
νt,x; F (x,k)
〉− F (x,ρ(t, x))= 〈νt,x; F (x,k) − F (x,ρ(t, x))〉
=
〈
νt,x; Fρ
(
x,ρ(t, x)
)(
k − ρ(t, x))+ 1
2
1∫
0
θ Fρρ
(
x, θρ(t, x) + (1− θ)k)dθ(k − ρ(t, x))2
〉
= Fρ
(
x,ρ(t, x)
)〈
νt,x;k − ρ(t, x)
〉+ 1
2
〈
νt,x;
1∫
0
θ Fρρ
(
x, θρ(t, x) + (1− θ)k)dθ(k − ρ(t, x))2
〉
= 1
2
〈
νt,x;
1∫
0
θ Fρρ
(
x, θρ(t, x) + (1− θ)k)dθ(k − ρ(t, x))2
〉
.
Since F (x,ρ) is strictly convex or concave in ρ , we conclude
νt,x(k) = δρ(t,x)(k) for (t, x) a.e. (3.20)
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ρε(t, x) → ρ(t, x) a.e. when ε → 0.
Since the limit is unique via the uniqueness result in [2], the whole sequence ρε(t, x) strongly con-
verges to ρ(t, x) a.e. It is easy to check that ρ(t, x) is the unique entropy solution of the Cauchy
problem (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1. 
Remark 3.2. In [5], the existence of entropy solutions (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1 is
proven for the case λ(x)u2. They used the vanishing viscosity method combined with a molliﬁcation
for λ(x).
Remark 3.3. The conditions on the ﬂux function F (x,ρ) in Theorem 3.1 for the non-monotone case
can be relaxed as follows: F (x,ρ) satisﬁes (H1)–(H3) and is convex or concave with
L1{ρ: Fρρ(x,ρ) = 0}= 0 for a.e. x ∈ R,
where L1 is the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure.
4. Hydrodynamic limit of a zero range process with discontinuous speed-parameter
In Section 2, we have established a compactness framework for approximate solutions via the
reduction of measure-valued entropy solutions of (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1. In this
section we focus on a microscopic particle system for a zero range process (ZRP) with discontinuous
speed-parameter λ(x). We apply the compactness framework to show the hydrodynamic limit for the
particle system, when the distance between particles tends to zero, to the unique entropy solution of
the Cauchy problem
∂tρ + ∂x
(
λ(x)h(ρ)
)= 0 (4.1)
and with initial data
ρ|t=0 = ρ0(x) 0, (4.2)
where h(ρ) is a monotone function of ρ , and λ(x) is continuous in x ∈ R, except on a closed set N
of measure zero, with 0 < λ1  λ(x) λ2 < ∞ for some constants λ1 and λ2. Then m+α =m−α :=mα
for α ∈ [0,∞).
Rezakhanlou in [22] ﬁrst established the hydrodynamic limit of the processus des misanthropes
(PdM) with constant speed-parameter. Covert and Rezakhanlou [12] provided a proof of the hydrody-
namic limit of a PdM with nonconstant but continuous speed-parameter λ. Bahadoran [3] proved this
for a simple exclusion process. In all these papers, the most important step is to show an entropy in-
equality at microscopic level, which then implies the (macroscopic) Kruzkov entropy inequality, when
the distance between particles tends to zero, and thereby implies the uniqueness of limit points. In
this section, we generalize this to the case when the speed-parameter λ(x) has jumps for the attrac-
tive Zero Range Process (ZRP). In Section 4.1, we analyze some properties of the ZRP. In Section 4.2,
we prove the one-dimensional microscopic entropy inequality letting ε = ε(N) = N−σ ,σ ∈ (0,1), for
a ZRP with discontinuous speed-parameter when N → ∞, where ε is as in Section 3 and N is the
inverse of the distance between particles. In Section 4.3, we show the existence of measure-valued
solutions via the microscopic entropy inequality and how inequality (2.3) follows.
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We consider a system of particles with conserved total mass and evolving on a one-dimensional
lattice Z according to a Markovian law. With the Euler scaling factor N , the microscopic particle
density is expected to converge to a deterministic limit when N → ∞, which is characterized by a
solution of a conservation law. Under the Euler scaling, 1N represents the distance between sites. Ob-
viously we have two space scales: The discrete lattice Z as embedded in R with “vertices” uN and
u ∈ Z. In this way, the distances between particles tend to zero if N increases to inﬁnity. Sites of the
microscopic scale Z are denoted by the letters u, v and correspond to the points uN ,
v
N in the macro-
scopic scale R. Points of the macroscopic space scale R are denoted by the letters x, y and correspond
to the sites [xN], [yN] in the microscopic space scale, where [z] is the integer part of z. We denote
by ηt(u) the number of particles at time t > 0 at site u. Then the vector ηt = (ηt(u): u ∈ Z) is called
a conﬁguration at time t with conﬁguration space NZ .
In general, the ZRP can be described as follows: Inﬁnitely many indistinguishable particles are
distributed on a 1-dimensional lattice. Any site of the lattice may be occupied by a ﬁnite number of
particles. Associated to a given site u there is an exponential clock with rate λε( uN )g(η(u)) depending
on the macroscopic spatial coordinates. Each time the clock rings on the site u, one of the particles
jumps to the site v chosen with probability p(u, v). The elementary transition probabilities p: Z →
[0,1] are supposed to be
(i) translation invariant: p(x, y) = p(0, y − x) =: p(y − x);
(ii) normalized:
∑
y p(x, y) = 1, p(x, x) = 0;
(iii) assumed to be of ﬁnite range: p(x, y) = 0 for |y − x| suﬃciently large;
(iv) irreducible: p(0,1) > 0.
Without loss of generality, we assume that
∑
z p(z)z = γ = 1; otherwise, for γ = 1, we replace the
function h(ρ) by h(ρ)/γ in the following argument. The rate g : N → R+ is a positive, nondecreasing
function with g(0) = 0, g(∞) = ∞, and
g(k)
k2
→ 0 when k → ∞. (4.3)
With this description, the Markov process ηt is generated by
NLNε f (η) = N
∑
u,v
λε
(
u
N
)
g
(
η(u)
)
p(v − u)( f (ηu,v)− f (η)). (4.4)
Here N comes from the Euler scaling factor speeding the generator, thus ηt denotes a conﬁguration
on which this speeded generator NLNε has acted for time Nt , and η
u,v represents the conﬁguration η
where one particle jumped from u to v:
ηu,v(w) =
{
η(w) if w = u, v,
η(u) − 1 if w = u,
η(v) + 1 if w = v.
For any ε = ε(N) > 0 and for any constant α  0, we deﬁne a product measure given by
ν˜Nα (η) :=
∏
u
1
Z(α/λε(
u
N ))
αη(u)
(λε(
u
N ))
η(u)g(η(u))! :=
∏
u
ν˜Nα
(
η(u)
)
, (4.5)
where Z is a partition function equal to
Z
(
α
λε(
u
N )
)
=
∞∑ αn
(λε(
u
N ))
n g(n)! . (4.6)
n=0
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E ν˜Nα
[
η(u)
]= α
λε(
u
N )
Z ′( α
λε(
u
N )
)
Z( α
λε(
u
N )
)
:= R
(
α
λε(
u
N )
)
.
Now let h be the inverse function of R to obtain
h
(
R
(
α
λε(
u
N )
))
= α
λε(
u
N )
⇒ λε
(
u
N
)
h
(
E ν˜Nα
[
η(u)
])= α ⇔ E ν˜Nα [η(u)]=mα
(
u
N
)
,
where mα is a steady-state solution to
∂tρ + ∂x
(
λε(x)h(ρ)
)= 0. (4.7)
Furthermore, it follows that
E ν˜Nα
[
g
(
η(u)
)]= h(mα
(
u
N
))
.
From now on, we set
μNmα (η) =
∏
u
νmα( uN )
(
η(u)
) :=∏
u
ν˜N
λε(
u
N )h(mα(
u
n ))
(
η(u)
)
. (4.8)
The important attribute of the ZRP with nonconstant speed-parameter is that the product measure
μNmα (η) is invariant under the generator NL
N
ε , i.e.,∫
LNε
(
f (η)
)
dμNmα (η) = 0. (4.9)
As a reasonable initial distribution, we choose the product measure μN0 (η) associated to a bounded
density proﬁle deﬁned as follows: For a bounded density proﬁle ρ0  0, the probability that particles
at time t = 0 are distributed with conﬁguration η is equal to
μN0 (η) :=
∏
u
1
Z(h(ρu,N)/λε(
u
N ))
(h(ρu,N))η(u)
(λε(
u
N ))
η(u)g(η(u))! , (4.10)
where ρu,N  0 is a sequence satisfying limN→∞
∫ |ρ[Nx],N −ρ0(x)|dx = 0 for [Nx] as the integer part
of Nx. With this deﬁnition, we say that a sequence of probability measures μN is associated to a
density proﬁle ρ  0 if
lim
N→∞
〈
μN (η);
∣∣∣∣ 1N
∑
u
J
(
u
N
)
η(u) −
∫
J (x)ρ(x)dx
∣∣∣∣
〉
= 0 for every test function J .
Furthermore, let μNt denote the distribution of a conﬁguration at time t initially distributed by μ
N
0 :
μNt = SNt ∗ μN0 , (4.11)
where SNt = etNLNε is the semigroup corresponding to the generator NLNε . Then the attractiveness for
two initial measures μNρ0 and μ
N
ω0
with proﬁles ρt and ωt , respectively, implies that
μNρ μNω ⇒ μNρ μNω0 0 t t
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μρ0  μω0 if ρ0  ω0. It then follows by attractiveness and (4.9) that, for any constant α such that
mα(x) ρ0(x), we obtain that the inequality μN0 μNmα implies
SNt μ
N
0  SNt μNmα = μNmα . (4.12)
Since our initial distribution has a bounded density proﬁle, then the density proﬁle remains bounded
at later time t .
The goal in proving the hydrodynamic limit of a ZRP is that, if we start from a conﬁguration
η0 distributed with an initial measure μN0 associated to the bounded density proﬁle ρ0, then the
distribution μNt of the conﬁguration ηt at later time t is associated to the density proﬁle ρ(t, ·),
where ρ is the solution of the Cauchy problem (4.1)–(4.2) in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1. In other
words, our main theorem in this section is the following.
Theorem 4.1 (Hydrodynamic limit of an attractive ZRP with discontinuous speed-parameter). Let ηt be an
attractive ZRP with (4.3) initially distributed by the measure μN0 associated to a bounded density proﬁle
ρ0 : R2+ → R+ as deﬁned in (4.10). Let ε = ε(N) = N−σ , σ ∈ (0,1). Then, at later time t,
lim
N→∞
〈
μNt (η);
∣∣∣∣ 1N
∑
u
J
(
u
N
)
ηt(u) −
∫
J (x)ρ(t, x)dx
∣∣∣∣
〉
= 0 (4.13)
for any test function J : R2+ → R, where ρ(t, x) is the unique solution of the Cauchy problem (4.1)–(4.2) in
the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1.
To achieve this, we have to establish an entropy inequality in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.1 at micro-
scopic level. This will be done in Section 4.2 by using the scaling relation ε = ε(N) = N−σ ,σ ∈ (0,1).
Associated to each conﬁguration ηt , we may deﬁne the empirical measure viewed as a random mea-
sure on R by
χNt (x) :=
1
N
∑
u
ηt(u)δ u
N
(x). (4.14)
Then 〈χNt (·), J (·)〉 = 1N
∑
u J (
u
N )ηt(u), and we can rewrite (4.13) by
lim
N→∞
〈
μNt (η);
∣∣∣∣〈χNt (·), J (·)〉−
∫
J (x)ρ(t, x)dx
∣∣∣∣
〉
= 0. (4.15)
4.2. The entropy inequality at microscopic level
The following proposition is essential towards the hydrodynamic limit.
Proposition 4.1 (Entropy inequality at microscopic level for ε = N−σ with σ ∈ (0,1) when N → ∞). Let
mεα be the steady-state solutions of (3.2) as deﬁned in (1.3) with F
ε(x,ρ) = λε(x)h(ρ). Let ηt be the ZRP
generated by NLNε deﬁned by (4.4) and initially distributed by the measure μ
N
0 deﬁned by (4.10). Let η
l(u) be
the average density of particles in large microscopic boxes of size 2l + 1 and centered at u:
ηl(u) := 1
2l + 1
∑
|u−v|l
η(v).
Then, for every test function J : R2+ → R+ ,
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l→∞
lim
N→∞μ
N
t
{ t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
(
∂s J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣∣∣ηls(u) −mεα
(
u
N
)∣∣∣∣+ ∂x J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣∣∣λε
(
u
N
)
h
(
ηls(u)
)− α∣∣∣∣
)
ds
+ 1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣∣∣ηl0(u) −mεα
(
u
N
)∣∣∣∣−δ
}
= 1. (4.16)
Inequality (4.16) is the entropy inequality (2.3) with ρ replaced by the average density of particles
in the microscopic boxes of length 2l + 1. To prove the microscopic entropy inequality, we consider
the coupled process (ηt , ξt) generated by NL¯Nε , where L¯
N
ε is deﬁned by
L¯Nε f (η, ξ) =
∑
u,v
p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
)
min
{
g
(
η(u)
)
, g
(
ξ(u)
)}(
f
(
ηu,v , ξu,v
)− f (η, ξ))
+
∑
u,v
p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
){
g
(
η(u)
)− g(ξ(u))}+( f (ηu,v , ξ)− f (η, ξ))
+
∑
u,v
p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
){
g
(
ξ(u)
)− g(η(u))}+( f (η, ξu,v)− f (η, ξ)). (4.17)
Furthermore, denote the initial distribution of (ηt , ξt) by μ¯N0 = μN0 × μNmεα , where μN0 is the initial
measure with density proﬁle ρ0 deﬁned by (4.10) and μNmεα denotes the invariant measure as deﬁned
in (4.8).
Then, to prove Proposition 4.1, it suﬃces to prove the following proposition.
Proposition 4.2. Let (ηt , ξt) be the coupled process, starting from μ¯N0 , generated by NL¯
N
ε as deﬁned by (4.17).
Let μ¯Nt = S¯Nt ∗ μ¯N0 , where S¯Nt is the semigroup corresponding to the generator N L¯Nε . Then, for every test
function J : R2+ → R+ and every ε = N−σ with σ ∈ (0,1),
lim
l→∞
lim
N→∞ μ¯
N
t
{ T∫
0
1
N
∑
u
{
∂s J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣ηls(u) − ξ ls(u)∣∣+ ∂x J
(
s,
u
N
)
λε
(
u
N
)∣∣h(ηls(u))− h(ξ ls(u))∣∣
}
ds
+ 1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣ηl0(u) − ξ l0(u)∣∣−δ
}
= 1.
Recall that a microscopic entropy inequality leading to the Kruzkov entropy inequality has been
proved in [12] for the process of PdM with nonconstant but continuous speed-parameter λε . Since
there does not exist an invariant product measure for a PdM in general such that EμN
mεα
[ξ(u)] =
mεα(
u
N ), to replace the process ξ by m
ε
α(
u
N ), one has to apply the relative entropy method of Yau [24].
In our case of a space-dependent ZRP, the invariant product measure is available so that we can
approximate the steady-state solution mεα by a process ξ distributed by the invariant measure μ
N
mεα
for any α ∈ (0,∞). Then, Proposition 4.1 indeed directly follows from Proposition 4.2.
4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.2
We split the proof in three steps.
Step 1: Lower bound for the martingale. For a test function J with compact support in R2+ , deﬁne by
M Jt the martingale vanishing at time t = 0:
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1
N
∑
u
J
(
t,
u
N
)∣∣ηt(u) − ξt(u)∣∣− 1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣
−
t∫
0
(
∂s + NL¯Nε
)( 1
N
∑
u
J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣ηs(u) − ξs(u)∣∣
)
ds.
Since J has compact support, then, for t large enough,
M Jt = −
1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣−
t∫
0
(
∂s + NL¯Nε
)( 1
N
∑
u
J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣ηs(u) − ξs(u)∣∣
)
ds.
We now calculate
L¯Nε
∣∣η(u) − ξ(u)∣∣=∑
v,w
p(w − v)λε
(
v
N
){
min
{
g
(
η(v)
)
, g
(
ξ(v)
)}(∣∣ηv,w(u) − ξ v,w(u)∣∣− ∣∣η(u) − ξ(u)∣∣)
+ {g(η(v))− g(ξ(v))}+(∣∣ηv,w(u) − ξ(u)∣∣− ∣∣η(u) − ξ(u)∣∣)
+ {g(ξ(v))− g(η(v))}+(∣∣η(u) − ξ v,w(u)∣∣− ∣∣η(u) − ξ(u)∣∣)}
=
∑
v
(
1− Gu,v(η, ξ)
)(−p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
)∣∣g(η(u))− g(ξ(u))∣∣
+ p(u − v)λε
(
v
N
)∣∣g(η(v))− g(ξ(v))∣∣)
−
∑
v
Gu,v(η, ξ)
(
p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
)∣∣g(η(u))− g(ξ(u))∣∣
+ p(u − v)λε
(
v
N
)∣∣g(η(v))− g(ξ(v))∣∣), (4.18)
where Gu,v is the indicator function that equals to 1 if η and ξ are not ordered, i.e.,
Gu,v(η, ξ) = 1
{
η(u) < ξ(u); η(v) > ξ(v)}+ 1{η(u) > ξ(u); η(v) < ξ(v)}.
Notice that the second sum is nonpositive. Therefore, plugging the last expression in the martingale
M Jt and then interchanging u and v in the last term, we can bound the martingale below by
− 1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣−
t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∂s J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣ηs(u) − ξs(u)∣∣ds
+
t∫
0
∑
u,v
(
J
(
s,
u
N
)
− J
(
s,
v
N
))
p(v − u)(1− Gu,v(ηs, ξs))λε
(
u
N
)∣∣g(ηs(u))− g(ξs(u))∣∣ds.
Since the transition probability p is of ﬁnite range, i.e. p(z) = 0 if |z| > r for some r, then
(
J
(
s,
u
N
)
− J
(
s,
v
N
))
p(v − u) = − 1
N
(v − u)p(v − u)∂x J
(
s,
u
N
)
+ O
(
1
N2
)
.
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−
t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
{
∂s J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣ηs(u) − ξs(u)∣∣
+ ∂x J
(
s,
u
N
)
λε
(
u
N
)
τu
(∑
y
yp(y)(1− G0,y)
)∣∣g(ηs(0))− g(ξs(0))∣∣
}
ds
− 1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣+ O
(
1
N
)
.
Step 2. We show
lim
N→∞ Eμ¯Nt
[(
M Jt
)2]= 0. (4.19)
Recall that
N Jt :=
(
M Jt
)2 −
t∫
0
(
NL¯Nε
(
A J (s, η, ξ)
)2 − 2A J (s, η, ξ)NL¯Nε (A J (s, η, ξ)))ds
is a martingale vanishing at time t = 0, where A J is deﬁned by
A J (t, η, ξ) = 1
N
∑
u
J
(
t,
u
N
)∣∣ηt(u) − ξt(u)∣∣.
Then, by deﬁnition, Eμ¯Ns [N
J
s ] = 0 for all 0 s t . Thus, it suﬃces to show that the expectation of the
integral term of N Jt converges to zero when N → ∞. In order to prove this, we ﬁrst ﬁnd that, by a
careful calculation,
NL¯Nε
(
A J (s, η, ξ)
)2 − 2NA J (s, η, ξ)L¯Nε (A J (s, η, ξ))
=
∑
v,w
p(w − v)Nλε
(
v
N
){∣∣g(ηs(v))− g(ξs(v))∣∣ 1
N2
(
1− Gv,w(ηs, ξs)
)(
J
(
s,
w
N
)
− J
(
s,
v
N
))2
+ ∣∣g(ξs(v))− g(ηs(v))∣∣ 1
N2
Gv,w(ηs, ξs)
(
J
(
s,
v
N
)
+ J
(
s,
w
N
))2}
.
Since J is a smooth function, the ﬁrst term of this expression is less than O( g(CN)
N2
) for some constant
C depending on the total initial mass and therefore converges to zero when N → ∞ by (4.3). For the
second term, we know that ( J (s, vN ) + J (s, wN ))2  4‖ J‖2∞ , which implies
NL¯Nε
(
A J (s, η, ξ)
)2 − 2NA J (s, η, ξ)L¯Nε (A J (s, η, ξ))
=O
(
g(CN)
N2
)
+ 4‖ J‖
2∞
N
∑
v,w
Gv,w(ηs, ξs)p(w − v)λε
(
v
N
)∣∣g(ξs(v))− g(ηs(v))∣∣.
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Eμ¯Nt
[ t∫
0
(∑
v,w
Gv,w(ηs, ξs)p(w − v)λε
(
v
N
)∣∣g(ξs(v))− g(ηs(v))∣∣
)
ds
]
=O(1). (4.20)
For this, we use the martingale M Jt vanishing at 0 with J ≡ 1, that is,
Mt := 1
N
∑
u
∣∣ηt(u) − ξt(u)∣∣− 1
N
∑
u
∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣−
t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
N L¯Nε
∣∣ηs(u) − ξs(u)∣∣ds.
By (4.18), the integral term of the martingale is equal to
t∫
0
2
N
∑
u,v
NGu,v(ηs, ξs)p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
)∣∣g(ηs(u))− g(ξs(u))∣∣ds,
by interchanging u and v in some terms. Then we ﬁnd
Eμ¯Nt
[ t∫
0
2
∑
u,v
Gu,v(ηs, ξs)p(v − u)λε
(
u
N
)∣∣g(ηs(u))− g(ξs(u))∣∣ds
]
= Eμ¯Nt
[ t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣ds
]
− Eμ¯Nt
[ t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∣∣ηt(u) − ξt(u)∣∣ds
]
 Eμ¯Nt
[ t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣ds
]
.
Since we assumed that both marginals of μ¯Nt are bounded, (4.20) follows, which leads to (4.19).
With the result of Step 1 and (4.19) and using the Chebichev inequality, we obtain
μ¯Nt
{
1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)∣∣η0(u) − ξ0(u)∣∣+
t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
{
∂s J
(
s,
u
N
)∣∣ηs(u) − ξs(u)∣∣
+ ∂x J
(
s,
u
N
)
λε
(
u
N
)
τu
(∑
y
yp(y)(1− G0,y)(η, ξ)
)∣∣g(ηs(0))− g(ξs(0))∣∣
}
ds + O
(
1
N
)
< −δ
}
 μ¯Nt
{
M Jt > δ
}
 μ¯Nt
{∣∣M Jt ∣∣> δ} 1δ2 Eμ¯Nt
[(
M Jt
)2]
, (4.21)
which converges to 0 when N → ∞, for all δ > 0.
Step 3. We next use the following summation by parts formula: For any bounded function a of η(·)
with a(0) = 0 and for any smooth test function J : R → R, we obtain that, for any L > 0,
1
N
∑
|u|LN
J
(
u
N
)
a
(
η(u)
)= 1
N
1
(2l + 1)
∑
|u|LN
J
(
u
N
) ∑
|u−v|l
a
(
η(v)
)+O( l ‖ J‖Lip
N
)
. (4.22)
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when N → ∞ so that we can use this summation by parts formula (4.22) to replace inequality (4.21)
by
lim
l→∞
lim
N→∞ μ¯
N
t
{
1
N
∑
u
J
(
0,
u
N
)
1
2l + 1
∑
|z−u|l
∣∣η0(z) − ξ0(z)∣∣
+
t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∂s J
(
s,
u
N
)
1
2l + 1
∑
|z−u|l
∣∣ηs(z) − ξs(z)∣∣ds
+
t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∂x J
(
s,
u
N
)
λε
(
u
N
)
1
2l + 1
×
∑
|z−u|l
τz
(∑
y
yp(y)(1− G0,y)(ηs, ξs)
)∣∣g(ηs(0))− g(ξs(0))∣∣ds < −δ
}
= 0. (4.23)
Notice that, in (4.23), since J is a positive function, by the triangle inequality, we can remove the sum
inside the absolute value in the ﬁrst line. Following the same argument as in [12,22] (also [11]), since
we ﬁrst set ε = 1Nσ , independent of λε(x), we can obtain the following one block estimates:
lim
l→∞
lim
N→∞ Eμ¯Nt
{ t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
∣∣∣∣ 12l + 1
∑
|u−z|l
∣∣ηs(z) − ξs(z)∣∣− ∣∣ηls(u) − ξ ls(u)∣∣
∣∣∣∣ds
}
= 0 (4.24)
and
lim
l→∞
lim
N→∞ Eμ¯Nt
{ t∫
0
1
N
∑
u
τu
∣∣∣∣ 12l + 1
∑
|z|l
τz
(∑
y
yp(y)(1− G0,y)(ηs, ξs)
)∣∣g(ηs(0))− g(ξs(0))∣∣
− ∣∣h(ηls(0))− h(ξ ls(0))∣∣
∣∣∣∣ds
}
= 0. (4.25)
Combining (4.23) with (4.24)–(4.25), we complete the proof of Proposition 4.2.
4.4. Existence of measure-valued entropy solutions
In this section, we prove that Theorem 4.1 implies the existence of a measure-valued entropy
solution associated to the conﬁguration ηt . We recall the empirical measure χNt (x) associated to a
conﬁguration ηt in (4.14). We deﬁne the Young measures associated to ηt as follows:
πN,lt (x,k) :=
1
N
∑
u
δ u
N
(x)δηlt (u)
(k), (4.26)
which implies 〈πN,lt ; J 〉 = 1N
∑
u J (
u
N , η
l
t(u)) for any J ∈ C0(R × R+). If E is the conﬁguration space,
then these two measures are ﬁnite positive measures on E and, for any J ∈ C0(R), they are related
by the formula
〈
πN,lt ;k J (x)
〉≈ 〈χNt (·); J (·)〉. (4.27)
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the Skorohod space D[(0,∞), E], which is the space of right continuous functions with left limits
taking values in E . Then, using the one-to-one correspondence between the conﬁguration ηt and the
empirical measure χNt (·), the law of χN with respect to μNt will give us a probability measure Q N
on the Skorohod space D[(0,∞),M+(R)], for the space M+(R) of ﬁnite positive measures on R
endowed with the weak topology.
In the same way, we can associate a probability measure Q˜ N,l on the space D[(0,∞),M+(R2+)].
With these deﬁnitions, we can state the main theorem of this section as follows.
Theorem 4.2 (Law of large numbers for the Young measures). Let (μN )N1 be a sequence of probability
measures, as deﬁned by (4.10), associated to a bounded density proﬁle ρ0 : R → R+ . Then the sequence Q˜ N,l
converges, when N → ∞ ﬁrst and l → ∞ second, to the probability measure Q˜ concentrated on the measure-
valued entropy solution πt,x in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.2.
Proof. In order to be allowed to take the limit of Q N and Q˜ N,l , we must know that the sequences are
tight (weakly relatively compact). If Q˜ N,l is weakly relatively compact, we can take Q˜ l as a limit point
if N → ∞ for each l. Denote by Q˜ a limit point of Q˜ N,l if N → ∞ ﬁrst and l → ∞ second. Therefore,
the proof of Theorem 4.2 consists in two main steps: The ﬁrst is to show that Q˜ N,l is weakly relatively
compact and the second is to show the uniqueness of limit points. The key point in the proof is that
these can be achieved independent of the choice of molliﬁcation λε of the discontinuous speed-
parameter λ with our choice of the notion of measure-valued entropy solutions.
These can be achieved by following exactly the standard argument in [12,16,22] since it requires
only the uniform boundedness of λε in the proof. That is, we can conclude the following: Let μNt be
a measure deﬁned by (4.11). Then
(i) the sequence Q N deﬁned above is tight in D[(0,∞),M+(R)] and all its limit points Q are
concentrated on weakly continuous paths χ(t, ·);
(ii) similarly, the sequence Q˜ N,l is tight in D[(0,∞),M+(R × R+)] and all its limit points Q˜ are
concentrated on weakly continuous paths π(t, ·, ·);
(iii) for every t  0, π(t, x,k) := πt(x,k) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue mea-
sure on R, Q˜ a.s. That is, Q˜ a.s.
πt(x,k) = πt,x(k) ⊗ dx; (4.28)
(iv) for every t ∈ [0, T ], πt,x(k) is compactly supported, that is, there exists k0 > 0 such that
πt,x
([0,k0]c)= 0 ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R;
(v) πt,x is a measure-valued entropy solution in the sense of Deﬁnition 2.2 for any α ∈ [M0,∞), i.e.,
∂t
〈
πt,x;
∣∣k −mα(x)∣∣〉+ ∂x〈πt,x; ∣∣h(k)λ(x) − α∣∣〉 0 (4.29)
in the sense of distributions on R2+ for any α ∈ [M0,∞) or α ∈ (−∞,M0].
The last result follows from the entropy inequality at microscopic level in Theorem 4.1. Indeed, in
terms of the Young measures, the expression (4.16) of Proposition 4.1:
lim
l→∞
lim
N→∞μ
N
t
{ ∞∫
0
1
N
∑
u
{
∂t H
(
t,
u
N
)∣∣∣∣ηlt(u) −mα
(
u
N
)∣∣∣∣
+ ∂xH
(
t,
u
N
)∣∣∣∣λε(N)
(
u
N
)
h
(
ηlt(u)
)− α∣∣∣∣
}
dt −δ
}
= 1
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lim
l→∞
lim
N→∞ Q˜
N,l
{ T∫
0
(〈
πt(x,k);
∣∣k −mα(x)∣∣∂t H(t, x)〉
+ 〈πt(x,k); ∣∣λε(N)(x)h(k) − α∣∣∂xH(t, x)〉)dt −δ
}
= 1
for every smooth function H : (0, T ) × R → R+ with compact support, any α ∈ [M0,∞) or α ∈
(−∞,M0], and any δ > 0. Since Q˜ is a weak limit point concentrated on absolutely continuous mea-
sures and since we already proved that πt,x is concentrated on a compact set (and therefore the
integrand is a bounded function), we obtain from the last expression that
Q˜
{ T∫
0
∫ (〈
πt,x;
∣∣k −mα(x)∣∣〉∂t H(t, x) + 〈πt,x; ∣∣λ(x)h(k) − α∣∣〉∂xH(t, x))dxdt −δ
}
= 1.
Letting δ → 0, we have that Q˜ a.s. (4.29) holds on (0, T ) × R in the sense of distributions for every
α ∈ [0,∞). This proves the uniqueness of Q˜ and thereby concludes the proof of Proposition 4.2. 
Then Theorem 4.1 follows immediately from this result since the measure-valued entropy solution
reduces to the Dirac mass concentrated on the unique entropy solution ρ(t, x) of (4.1)–(4.2) as we
noticed in Section 3.2.
Acknowledgments
Gui-Qiang Chen’s research was supported in part by the National Science Foundation under Grants
DMS-0807551, DMS-0720925, DMS-0505473, and an Alexander von Humboldt Foundation Fellowship.
The research of Nadine Even and Christian Klingenberg was supported in part by a German DAAD
grant (PPP USA 2005/2006). The ﬁrst author would like to thank Professor Willi Jäger for stimulating
discussions and warm hospitality during his visit at the University of Heidelberg (Germany). The
authors also thank Professors Fraydoun Rezakhanlou and Evgeniy Yu. Panov for their constructive
comments and remarks.
References
[1] A. Adimurthi, S. Mishra, G.D. Vererappa Gowda, Optimal entropy solutions for conservation laws with discontinuous ﬂux,
J. Hyperbolic Differ. Equ. 2 (2005) 783–837.
[2] E. Audusse, B. Perthame, Uniqueness for a scalar conservation law with discontinuous ﬂux via adapted entropies, Proc. Roy.
Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 135 (2005) 253–265.
[3] C. Bahadoran, Hydrodynamic limit for spatially heterogeneous simple exclusion processes, Probab. Theory Related Fields 110
(1998) 287–331.
[4] P. Baiti, H.K. Jenssen, Well-posedness for a class of conservation laws with l∞ data, J. Differential Equations 140 (1997)
161–185.
[5] R. Bürger, K.H. Karlsen, J.D. Tower, An Engquist–Osher-type scheme for conservation laws with discontinuous ﬂux adapted
to ﬂux connections, 2007, submitted for publication; available at: http://www.math.ntnu.no/conservation/.
[6] G.-Q. Chen, The compensated compactness method and the system of isentropic gas dynamics, Lecture Notes, Preprint
MSRI-00527-91, Berkeley, October 1990.
[7] G.-Q. Chen, Euler equations and related hyperbolic conservation laws, in: C.M. Dafermos, E. Feireisl (Eds.), Handbook of
Differential Equations, vol. 2, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2005, pp. 1–104 (Chapter 1).
[8] G.-Q. Chen, M. Rascle, Initial layers and uniqueness of weak entropy solutions to hyperbolic conservation laws, Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 153 (2000) 205–220.
[9] C.M. Dafermos, Hyperbolic Conservation Laws in Continuum Physics, second ed., Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005.
[10] T. Gimse, N.H. Risebro, Riemann problems with discontinuous ﬂux functions, in: Proceedings of the 3rd Internat. Conf. on
Hyperbolic Problems, vols. I, II, Uppsala, 1990, Studentlitteratur, Lund, 1991, pp. 488–502.
3126 G.-Q. Chen et al. / J. Differential Equations 245 (2008) 3095–3126[11] C.T. Cocozza, Processus des misanthropes, Z. Wahrsch. Verw. Geb. 70 (1985) 509–523.
[12] P. Covert, F. Rezakhanlou, Hydrodynamic limit for particle systems with nonconstant speed parameter, J. Stat. Phys. 88
(1997) 383–426.
[13] X. Ding, G.-Q. Chen, P. Luo, Convergence of the Lax–Friedrichs scheme for isentropic gas dynamics (I)–(II), Acta Math. Sci. 5
(1985) 483–500, 501–540 (in English); Acta Math. Sci. 7 (1987) 467–480; Acta Math. Sci. 8 (1988) 61–94 (in Chinese).
[14] R.J. DiPerna, Measure-valued solutions to conservation laws, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 88 (1985) 223–270.
[15] K.H. Karlsen, N.H. Risebro, J. Towers, L1 stability for entropy solutions of nonlinear degenerate parabolic convection diffu-
sion equations with discontinuous coeﬃcients, Skr. K. Nor. Vidensk. Selsk. 3 (2003) 1–49.
[16] C. Kipnis, C. Landim, Scaling Limits of Interacting Particle Systems, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.
[17] C. Klingenberg, N.H. Risebro, Conservation laws with discontinuous coeﬃcients, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 20
(1995) 1959–1990.
[18] S.N. Kruzkov, First order quasilinear equations in several independent variables, Math. USSR Sb. 10 (1970) 217–243.
[19] F. Murat, Compacité par compensation, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Sci. Fis. Math. 5 (1978) 489–507.
[20] F. Murat, The injection of the positive cone of H−1 in W−1,q is completely continuous for all q < 2, J. Math. Pures Appl.
(9) 60 (1981) 309–322.
[21] E.Yu. Panov, Existence and strong pre-compactness properties for entropy solutions of a ﬁrst-order quasilinear equation
with discontinuous ﬂux, preprint, 2007, available at: http://www.math.ntnu.no/conservation/.
[22] F. Rezakhanlou, Hydrodynamic limit for attractive particle systems on Zd , Comm. Math. Phys. 140 (1991) 417–448.
[23] L. Tartar, Compensated compactness and applications to partial differential equations, in: Nonlinear Analysis and Mechan-
ics: Heriot–Watt Symposium, vol. 4, in: Res. Notes Math., vol. 39, Pitman, Boston, MA, London, 1979, pp. 136–212.
[24] H.T. Yau, Relative entropy and hydrodynamics of Ginzburg–Landau models, Lett. Math. Phys. 22 (1) (1991) 63–80.
